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' Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 February 2004 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)IEl This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 1^ Claim(s) 1-26 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-26 is/are rejected. 
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8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) Is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of the Claims 

1. This action is in response to the application filed on February 17, 2004. Claims 1-26 
are pending. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 3 and 16 are objected to because of the following informalities: the phrase 
"information protocols" should be "information protocol" in order to be consistent with the 
independent claims. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 11-12 and 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 11-12 and 24-25 recite the limitation "the traffic citation". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
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351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-3, 5, 9-10, 13-16, 18, 22-23 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by MacKay, US 2003/0083928 A1. 

As to claim 1, MacKay teaches a method for settling a parking citation, 
comprising the steps of (abstract): 

• providing an on-line parking citation interface to a user (H 16-17); 

• connecting said on-line parking citation interface to a receiving application for 
receiving a predetermined minimal set of information relating to a parking 
citation (H 17; "a predetermined minimal set of information" corresponds to ttie 
information entered by ttie user in MacKay's teacfiing, such as citation 
number of tlie pari<ing tici<et)\ 

• connecting said receiving application to a polling application for interfacing 
with a parking citation issuing authority (TJ 19 and Fig. 1; "a partying citation 
issuing authority" corresponds to the central processor in MacKa/s teaching) ] 

• communicating said predetermined minimal set of information with said 
parking citation issuing authority in an information protocol usable by said 
parking citation issuing authority (^19 and Fig. 1); 

• identifying a parking citation from said parking citation issuing authority 
associated with said minimal set of information (H 20); and 

• electronically transferring funds at the direction of the user from a 
predetermined electronic funds source to an electronic account associated 
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with said parking citation issuing authority for settling said parking citation (U 
18-19). 

As to claim 2, the step of directing settlement instructions from the user to a 
financial institution associated with said electronic funds source for processing approval 
to electronically transfer funds from said predetermined electronic funds source to said 
electronic account associated with said parking citation issuing authority are taught by 
MacKay as the user uses credit card or debit card for making the payment of the 
parking citation, the receipt of payment is issued to the user, and the record of payment 
data is fonA/arded to the central processor flj 18-19). 

As to claim 3, MacKay further teaches selecting said information protocols from a 
set of information protocols associated with said polling application 17-18, 20). 

As to claim 5, MacKay further teaches enabling a user to perform credit card 
processing authorization of credit and debit cards (H 16, 18). 

As to claim 9, MacKay teaches enabling a user the ability to perform no 
unwanted trips to the parking or municipal office (H 20). 

As to claim 10, MacKay teaches enabling a user to perform a settlement 
transaction without the use of a payment envelope (H 20). 

As to claim 13, MacKay teaches enabling a user to interface to existing parking 
management software associated with the issuing authority 16-18). 

Claims 14-16, 18, 22-23 and 26 are in parallel with the limitations in claims 1-3, 
5, 9-10 and 13; thus, they are rejected on the same basis. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 4. 7-8, 12, 17, 20-21 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over MacKay, US 2003/0083928 A1 in view of Official Notice. 

As to claim 4, MacKay does not specifically teach permitting the user to 
unsuccessfully attempt said step of electronically transferring funds not more than a 
predetermined number of times. To limit the number of times for permitting a user to 
attempt for unsuccessful actions (i.e. login) is well known in the art and Official Notice is 
taken for this limitation. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to allow MacKay's teaching to include the feature of 
permitting the user to unsuccessfully attempt of electronically transferring funds not 
more than a predetermined number of times for better preventing unauthorized usage of 
the funds. 

As to claim 7, MacKay teaches enabling a user to receive a printed receipt of the 
transaction (111 8). MacKay does not specifically teach enabling a user to receive an 
email settlement receipt and confirmation number. Send confirmation through email is 
well known in the art and Official Notice is taken for the limitation. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow 
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MacKa/s teaching to include the feature of sending settlement receipt and confirmation 
number through email for allowing the user conveniently obtain the settlement result. 

As to claim 8, MacKay does not specifically teach enabling a user to check the 
status of a ticket on-line. Check status of information on-line is well known in the art 
and Official Notice is taken for the limitation. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow MacKay's teaching to 
include the feature of enabling a user to check the status of a ticket on-line for fast and 
easy obtain the most updated status of the ticket. 

As to claim 12, MacKay teaches enabling a user to interface on-line for 
performing parking citation settlement transactions as discussed in claim 1 above 
MacKay does not specifically teach enabling a user to perform a toll-free call settling the 
traffic citation settlement transaction. A toll-free call for settling transactions is well 
known in the art and Official Notice is taken for the limitation. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow 
MacKa/s teaching to include the feature of enabling a user to perform a toll-free call 
settling the traffic citation settlement transaction for providing the user alternatively 
method for conveniently settling the citation. 

Claims 17, 20-21 and 25 are in parallel with the limitations in claims 1-3, 5, 9-10 
and 13; thus, they are rejected on the same basis. 

9. Claims 6 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
MacKay, US 2003/0083928 A1 in view of Admasu et al., US 2002/0032601 A1. 
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As to claims 6 and 19, MacKay does not specifically teach enabling a user to 
perform setup of merchant accounts. However, Admasu teaches this matter (H 25-27, 
32). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to allow the user in MacKay's teaching to include the feature of 
setup merchant accounts for allowing the user conveniently pay for dues. 
10. Claims 1 1 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
MacKay, US 2003/0083928 A1 in view of Dutta et a!., US 2003/0055701 A1. 

As to claims 1 1 and 24, MacKay teaches enabling a user to interface on-line for 
performing parking citation settlement transactions as discussed in claim 1 above. 
MacKay does not specifically teach enabling a user to interface a web portal for 
performing the traffic citation settlement transaction. However, Dutta teaches this 
matter (abstract and H 44). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to allow the user in MacKay's teaching to enable to 
a web portal for performing the traffic citation settlement transaction as taught by Dutta 
for allowing the user more remotely settling the citation. 

Inquire 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or eariier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mary Cheung whose telephone number is (571)-272- 
6705. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 10:00 AM to 
7:00 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, James Trammell, can be reached on (571) 272-6712. 
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